
Der;,p [ r e c i p i e n t  rime was i n s e r t e d  h e r e ] ,  

Cf- : ) c ~ : k e t  Nos 56-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and  
! G L  k i l e  No. L-00-72. 

I ,!.I dp&,obeU t o  t i e  p r o p o s e d  changes  t o  t h e  U n i v e r s a l  S e r v i c e  Fund. I u r g e  
t i le E'CC t o  c a r e f u l l y  c o n s i d e r  t h e  impact of  t h e s e  c h a n g e s  on consumers  
b e f ( > r e  i h d n q i n g  tt'e c u r r e n t  s y s t e m .  Charg ing  $1 or mor? per month 
r e ' j o r d i e s s  of  how much or how l i t t l e  we u s e  o u r  phone i s  n o t  f a i r .  T h i s  
W L L  q r e a t l y  i n c r e a s e  t h e  c o s t  o f  phone s e r v i c e  and i t  c o u l d  i m p a c t  t h e  
ab !C . ty  f o r  myself  and o t h e r s  t o  a f f o r d  l a n d l i n e  a n d / o r  wireless s e r v i c e .  

T h 2  C'SF was c r e a t e d  t o  make phone s e r v i c e  a f f o r d a b l e  i n  r u r a l  America and 
w a s  upda ted  t o  increase t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  of communica t ion  s e r v i c e s  t o  
5 c h o o l s ,  l i b r a r i e s ,  r u r a l  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ,  e d u c a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  and  
l ~ " ~ - , n i c n i e  i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h e  Un i t ed  S t a t e s .  Now you want t o  change  i t  a n d  
T :(' -lot t h i n k  i t  is f a i r  t o  c h a r g e  eve rybody  $1 d o l l a r  p e r  month 
re+r:??ebi  sf ilow much o r  how l i t t l e  t h e y  u s e  t h e i r  w i r e l e s s  phone  f o r  
i n r r r s t a t e  c a l l s .  

T h e  proposed cnanqe  is e s p e c i a l l y  u n f a i r  f o r  low-volume users t h a t  r e l y  on 
Y J L ~ P I ' ? ~ ~  s ~ r " i c e  for s a f e t y  and  s e c u r i t y ,  and who make few,  i f  a n y ,  l o n g  
d_;tarm:e c a l l s .  A c o n t r i b u t i o n  sys te in  i s  f a i r ,  e q u i t a b l e  and  
n o n d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  and  s h o u l d  be l e f t  a l o n e .  Please do n o t  p e n a l i z e  
w i r e i e s s  phone c u s t o m e r s .  Keep t h i s  f a i r .  We d o n ' t  have  a b l a n k e t  
inc_ome t a x  on our a n n u a l  s a l a r i e s  n o r  do we have  t h e  same s a l e s  t a x  on  a 
pd:k .jf ~ u n !  and an a u t o m o b i l e ,  s o  why s h o u l d  t h e r e  be  a "one  s i z e  f i t s  
3 .  I " :narqe t o r  wi re less  phones?  

..;, -ez<?l 'y ,  

1 



Sec1:cmbi.r 21, 2001' 

[ c *  , ? p i e r i t  a d d r e s s  w a s  i n s e r t e d  h e r e ]  

9 - 3 ~  [ r i ' c i p i e n t  n,ine was i n s e r t e d  h e r e ] ,  

CI1 : > x k s t .  Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237. 9 9 - 2 0 0 ,  95 -116 ,  98-170 a n d  
Y3C F l i E  No.  L-00-72. 

I am 3pposed  t o  t t e  p r o p o s e d  changes  t o  t h e  U n i v e r s a l  S e r v i c e  Fund. I urge 
t ' le FCC to c a r e f u l l y  c o n s i d e r  t h e  impac t  of t h e s e  changes  on consumers  
b e f o r e  c t idnging t k e  c u r r e n t  s y s t e m .  Charg ing  $1 or more per month 
;er ;ardless  of how much o r  how l i t t l e  we u s e  o u r  phone i s  n o t  f a i r .  T h i s  
W L ! :  g r e a t l y  i n c r e a s e  t h e  cost  o f  phone s e r v i c e  and i t  c o u l d  impac t  t h e  
db1.i:~ f o r  myse l f  arid o t h e r s  t o  a f f o r d  l a n d l i n e  a n d / o r  wireless s e r v i c e .  

Th: I ' S F  w a s  c r e d t f d  t o  make phone s e r v i c e  a f f o r d a b l e  i n  r u r a l  America a n d  
wa~- upda ted  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  communica t ion  s e r v i c e s  t o  
scnools, l i b r a r i e s ,  r u r a l  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ,  e d u c a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  and 
l ~ w - ~ n c o r n e  i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h e  Un i t ed  S t a t e s .  Now you want t o  change  it  and 
1 l o  n o t  t h i n k  i t  i s  fair t o  c h a r g e  eve rybody  $1 d o l l a r  per month 
r e g a r d l e s s  of how much or how l i t t l e  t h e y  u s e  t h e i r  wireless phone f o r  
l i l t e r s t a t e  c a l l s  

Ti12 p roposed  change  i s  e s p e c i a l l y  u n f a i r  for low-volume u s e r s  t h a t  r e l y  on  
w ~ r r l e s s  s e r v i c e  f o r  s a f e t y  and s e c u r i t y ,  and  who make few, l f  a n y ,  long 
d i s t a n c e  calls. A c o n t r i b u t i o n  systeii i  i s  f a i r ,  e q u i t a b l e  and  
n o n d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  and s h o u l d  b e  l e f t  a l o n e  P l e a s e  d o  n o t  p e n a l i z e  
w _ r r , l i s s  phone c u s t o m e r s .  Keep t h i s  f a i r .  W e  d o n ' t  have  a b l a n k e t  
i r i 8 ~ - ~ ' ~ i l  r 3 x  01 odr d n n u a l  s a l a r i e s  n o r  do we have  t h e  same sa les  t a x  on a 
1 a r k ~  0 i  '3url a n d  a n  a u t o m o b i l e ,  s o  why s h o u l d  t h e r e  b e  a , l o n e  f i ts  ,I ~ I I  ' l h a r r j e  f o r  w i r e l e s s  phones?  

21 I l - e r e l y ,  

1 



De,,, [rtcipient n,irne was inserted here], 

i_ 3ockc t  NOS 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 93-200, 95-116, 98-170 and r -  

NS;, t ' i l e  No. L-00-72. 

I . i n  clpposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
The  t C C  to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
b;.t\,re .hanging ttle current system. Charging $1 or  more per month 
rzumrdiess of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will Treatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
a ~ i i i r y  for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The U S F  was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
wc3s updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
s c h o o l s ,  libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do r i o i  think i t  IS fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
rej-irdless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls 

T?'~ proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
d,rr:ass s e r v i c e  for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
diitdnce calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
w.rnless phone customers. Keep this f a i r .  We don't have a blanket 
~ i i ~ i i m e  Lax OI! our annual salaries nor do we h a v e  t h e  same sales  t a x  on a 
p.1c-k of gum and  an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 

" J h a r g e  for wireless phones? 

1 



3;.,ir [ r ~ c i p i r n t  nime was i n s e r t e d  h e r e ] ,  

K I I G c k c t  NOS 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and  
N>52 r 1 1 c  N,. L-00-72. 

! : ~ ~ ' o s e d  tc t h e  p r o p o s e d  changes  t o  t h e  U n i v e r s a l  S e r v i c e  Fund. I u r g e  
r i r  F':r t o  z a r e f u l l y  c o n s i d e r  t h e  impact  o f  t h e s e  c h a n g e s  on  consumers  
bijt,)rY chdriqing tk .e  c u r r e n t  s y s t e m .  Cha rg ing  $1 o r  more p e r  month 
r a ? a r d l i s s  c f  how much o r  how l i t t l e  we use  our phone is n o t  f a i r .  T h i s  
w i l l  g r e a t l y  i n c r e a s e  t h e  c o s t  o f  phone s e r v i c e  and i t  c o u l d  impac t  t h e  
a b i l i t y  f o r  niyself  and o t h e r s  t o  a f f o r d  l a n d l i n e  a n d / o r  w i r e l e s s  s e r v i c e .  

Thc [!CF W I S  c r e a t e d  t o  make phone s e r v i c e  a f f o r d a b l e  i n  r u r a l  America and 
w d j  u p d a t e d  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  communica t ion  s e r v i c e s  t o  
sct: : iols,  l i b r a r i e s ,  r u r a l  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ,  e d u c a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  and  
li;w-income i n d i o i c u a l s  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  Now you want t o  change  i t  and 
I IO Tot t r i i n k  i t  1 s  f a i r  t o  c h a r g e  ,everybody $1 d o l l a r  p e r  month 
r e ~ 7 d r 3 l e s s  o f  hok much o r  how l i t t l e  t h e y  u s e  t h e i r  wireless phone f o r  
1 1 1 '  r ! r s t - a t e  c a l l s .  

Tns proposed  change  is e s p e c i a l l y  u n f a l r  f o r  low-volume u s e r s  t h a t  r e l y  on  
w i r e l e s s  s e r v i c e  for s a f e t y  and s e c u r i t y ,  and who make f e w ,  i f  a n y ,  l o n g  
d l ; t a n c e  c a l l s .  A c o n t r i b u t i o n  s y s t e m  i s  f a i r ,  e q u i t a b l e  and 
nor i r? Iscr inur ia tory  and  s h o u l d  b e  l e f t  a l o n e .  P l e a s e  d o  n o t  p e n a l i z e  
d i r e l e s s  phone c u s t o m e r s ,  Keep t h i s  f a l r .  W e  d o n ' t  have  a b l a n k e t  
income t a x  on our  a n n u a l  s a l a r i e s  nor do w e  hdve  t h e  same s a l e s  t a x  on a 
p d c i  o f  glini and dn a u t o m o b i l e ,  s o  why s h o u l d  t h e r e  be a "one  s i z e  f i t s  
3 :  1 * I  - t i a r g e  for wireless phones? 

.1 ,.I, f : r i ? ly ,  

1 



D~?c l r  Ire i . l p l e n t  n,me was lnserted here], 

C:3 D o i K e t  Nos 96-45. 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
I J X  F L L F  No. T-00-72. 

1 l r n  opposed to tt.e proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
th? F'CC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
hrLore changing tne current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
r e l d r d l e s s  of how much or how little we use our phone 1s not fair. Thls 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ihility for m y s e l f  and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

The I iSF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
w a i  ,updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
si-noc,Ls, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutlons and 
l o i - ~ n z o m e  individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
1 :o not t h i n k  it is f a i r  to charge everybody $1 dollar per m o n t h  
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
inr.erstste calli. 

The proposed chanqe is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
3;;tarice cdlls. A contribution system is f a i r ,  equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wire less  phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
in,:ome t a x  on our dnnual salaries nor do we have the same sales t a x  on a 

A~ ~" t i n r y ' ~  F o r  w i r e l e s s  phones? 
- -  _(, - I 7: q ~ n  and an auromobile, so why should there be a "one size flts 

~il'. c,ely, 

Mai t h e w  Bartkewicz 

1 



I 

D ? . i r  :re ~-.picnL ndne w a s  inserted here], 

C,- :>ot,ket N O S  96-45, 9 8 - 1 7 1 ,  90-571, 92-237, 93-200, 35-116, 98-170 and 
Ksr, F I :~  PJ:>. L-00-72. 

I em oprosed to tt.e proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
t n r  FCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
b c l o r c  chznging the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regdrdless of how much o r  how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
4 ~ 1 :  greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
dbi:ity for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

T h e  LSF was zreated to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
w i s  updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
sr:hocls, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
iow-income indiviauals in the United States. NOW you want to change it and 
I .-io not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
r q a r d l r s s  of how much o r  how little they use their wireless phone for 
in~crstato calls. 

?lie proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nordijcri~~inatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
d i r r i : I e s s  phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
i n - o n , ~  t i i h  on our annual salaries n o r  do we have the same sales tax on a 
s d - h  .,f gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size flts 
i , ' '  - h a r q r  f o r  wireless phones? 

';:'-: e r e 1 y  

1 



Mes:jcge sent- to the following recipients: 
F , x ~ i r a l  Ci::municat ions Commission C h a i r  Powell 
r = d , ? r a l  Communiriar ions Commissioner Martin 
F s d e r a l  Conurunications Commissioner Copps 
FSCXL a1 Cr~irmuni (cat i o n s  Commi is l o n e r  Abernat hy 
F~>'ir?:al ('omn~uni ( c a t  ions Commissioner Adclstein 
:, ,. i : '.i.-.!' FCC 0 f f i ' : i a l  Comments 

Yc-, >..Ji. i PY: t e l l h N s  
I ' '  l- ,+c rin,ii 10'1 

S.2{'1 <'lobe, L O ,  200:: 

[ t c : l p i e r i t  a d d r e s s  was inserted here] 

De+ I I rcciDient nime was inserted here], 

CC IDuskot Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
N S C  F i l e  No. 1,-00-72. 

I sin n p p o s e d  to t t e  proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the ECC tu carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
b e f o r e  changing tt~e current system. Charging $1 o r  more per month 
regdrdless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
wiL_ greatly increase the cost of phsne service and it could impact the 
ahi~ity f o r  myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

T', r:SF bias C r E o t c d  to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
d,3s Lodztod to increase the availability of communication services to 
schocls, iibraries, rural health centers, educational instltutions and 
low-inconre indivicuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
1 30 n3t think it IS ialr to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
inl.prstate c a l l s .  

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service f o r  safety and security, and who make few, if a n y ,  long 
distance cdlls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
io?i!isir?minstory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
i , r $ ' ; s ? s  ptlcne customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
. i v o n i e  1 . 3 ~  on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
+.l-i. > f  . p i ? ,  driu an dutomobile, so why s h o u l d  there be a '"one size fits 
i ! * '  vfidrgt: for wireless phones? 

Sirr:erely 

k1 : ;  C'erstino 

1 



3 . ~ , r  [rcr.~p~ent riarrie was inserted here], 

C3 J o c k e t  Nos 96-45. 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
N S v  rile No L-00-72. 

T Jin opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
tne F'CC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
bzfore changing tb,e current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
r e q o r d l e s s  of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. T h l s  
' n i i l .  g r e a t l y  lncredse the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ab.::ty for n ' y s e l f  and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

T ! i e  USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
w - ? ~  iipddted to increase the availability of communication services to 
sc:rooLs, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-inccrne individuals in the United States. Now you want to change It and 
1 do n o t  think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
~ i ? q i r d l e s s  of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
t n : a r s t a t e  calls. 

T h ?  proposed change is especially untair for low-volume users that rely on 
d~celess service €or safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
-,.,.'iii;rriii,,natory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
iireiess phone customers. Keep Chis f a i r .  We don't have a blanket 
inzorne tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
p d ~ n  of gum a n a  an automobile, so h h y  should there be a "one slze fits 
I L L "  (charge for wireless phones? 

s i  I l i  e r eLy 

1 



D , ? j r  [ r e c . i p i e n t  name w a s  i n s e r t e d  h e r e ] ,  

Ci' U c c k e t  Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 a n d  
W 3  F i l e  N o .  L - 0 0 - 7 2 .  

I Im ?pposen t o  t h e  p roposed  changes  t o  t h e  U n i v e r s a l  S e r v i c e  Fund. I u r g e  
S : L ~  FJC t o  c a r e f u l l y  c o n s i d e r  t h e  impac t  of  t h e s e  changes  on consumers  
irt:ire chang ing  t h e  c u r r e n t  s y s t e m .  C h a r g i n g  $1 o r  more per month 
rejdrdless o f  how much or how l i t t l e  w e  u s e  o u r  phone i s  n o t  f a i r .  T h i s  
w L l l  jrcatly i n c r e a s e  t h e  cosC o f  phone s e rv i ce  a n d  i t  c o u l d  impac t  t h e  
a b i l i l - y  f o r  m y s e l f  and o t h e r s  t o  a f f o r d  l a n d l i n e  a n d / o r  wireless s e r v i c e .  

TI?<. OSF was c r e a t e d  t o  make phone s e r v i c e  a f f o r d a b l e  i n  r u r a l  America and 
was upda ted  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  of communica t ion  s e r v i c e s  t o  
S C - . O C ~ ~ ,  l i b r a r i e s ,  r u r a l  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ,  e d u c a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  a n d  
l o d - i n c o m e  i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h e  Un i t ed  S t a t e s .  Now you want t o  change  i t  and  
I dir n o t  t h i n k  i t  i s  f a i r  t o  c h a r g e  eve rybody  $1 d o l l a r  p e r  month 
r e q s r d l e s s  of  how much o r  how l i t t l e  t h e y  u s e  t h e i r  wireless phone  f o r  
i n t e r i t a t e  c a l l s .  

The proposeo change  i s  e s p e c i a l l y  u n f a i r  f o r  low-volume u s e r s  t h a t  r e l y  o n  
w i r r h s c  s e r v i c c  f o r  s a f e t y  a n d  s e c u r i t y ,  and who make few, if a n y ,  l o n g  
dis :a i ice  c a l l s .  A c o n t r i b u t i o n  s y s t e m  i s  f a i r ,  e q u i t a b l e  and  
ririr~diicr~iiiir,dto~y and  s h o u l d  b e  l e f t  a l o n e  P l e a s e  d o  n o t  p e n a l i z e  
w i~re l e s s  phone c u s t o m e r s .  Keep t h i . ;  f a i r .  We d o n ' t  have  a b l a n k e t  
LiiL:on~e t a x  on o u r  a n n u a l  s a l a r i e s  nor do w e  have  t h e  same sales  t a x  on a 
path of j u m  arid an a u t o l n o b i l e ,  s o  why s h o u l d  t h e r e  be  a "one  s i z e  f i t s  
, + l  ! I '  L-liarqr f o r  w ~ r e l e s s  phones?  

Si r , : .ereli ,  

1 



Szc)teinber 17, 2303 

[rn-ipicnt address w a s  inserted here] 

De.>: [recipient name was inserted here], 

C'J l o c k e t  Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
Nil;l) L '~ . lc .  No  L-00-72. 

I 31" ,cp05ed to ttle proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
t:ie ti(. Lo carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before changing tile current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
rejardless of how much or how little we use our phone i s  not fair. Thls 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
acility for myself and others to afford landllne and/or wireless service. 

Tn? LlSF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
ua i  '~pdated to increase the availability of communication services to 
s z h o o l s ,  libraries, r u r a l  health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I fin ncc think i t  IS falr to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
reqdr- i iess  of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
7 r , : < a r ? i . a t ~  calls 

' T i i e  proposed change is especially u n t a i r  for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service f o r  safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nandiscriminatory dnd should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
w~rrless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
in-ome tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
o d - 6  .iL qunl  dnd a;) astomobile, so why s h o u l d  there  be a "one s i z e  fits 
3 . .  :!l~rge tor wireless phones? . .I 

I ?!"I), 

1 



S r p t e m b r r  l;, 2001 

[:e- i y i r i i r  address was inserted here] 

? e ~ r  L r v L - ~ , p i e 1 i t  nciiie was inserted ':ere], 

:;I: d c : k t t  N O S  96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
k:?e No. L-00- 72 

I ;in ?pyir.;rid to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
L l i r  FLCC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
t k to re  ctlanging the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
w i i i  qreatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

Tile, [ ISr  w i l  created to make phone service affordable i n  rural America and 
dri;  ,ii'ld:ed to increase the availability of communication services to 
s~:tiool~s, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
;od-ln:cmc individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I 'ir) xat think it is fair to charye everybody $1 dollar per month 
rqdrdless of how much or how little they use thelr wireless phone for 
i r i  t e r 5 t ii t e ca 11 s . 
Tiio proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, lf any, long 
distance calls. A contributlon system i s  fair, equitable and 
norldiicriniinatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
w,reless ptione cus ton ie r s .  Keep this falr. We don't have a blanket 
1 ~ i r - i ) m e  tax 0'1 our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
" i ' r  $>f  dm and an automobile, so why should there be a "one slze fits 

- r d r g +  t o r  wireless phones! I. ., 

.< 1 r l  I ' 6 :  I e i y , 

1 



D,:;r [ricipirnt nime was inserted here], 

CC J o ~ k e t  Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
N,;; File N o .  L-00-72. 

I dm opposed to tke proposed changes to the Universal Servlce Fund. I urge 
~ l i r  i C C  to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
byfore changing tt;e current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
rqdrdless of how much o r  how little we use our phone is not f a i r .  This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ahiiity for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

Tl ic  USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
L & S  updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
s c h o o l s ,  libraries, rural health centers, educatlonal institutions and 
low-~nccme indiviauals i n  the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think lt is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
regardless of how m u c h  or how little they use their wlreless phone f o r  
i ~ t e r s t a t e  calls. 

'T?e proposed change is especially unfalr for low-volume users that rely on 
direless service f o r  safety and security, and who make few, lf any, long 
diirance c a l l s .  A contribution system IS fair, equitable and 
nopdiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wire i z s s  phone customers. Keep ihis fair. We don't have a blanket 
i ~ c o m e  tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
p d t : ~  of qurn and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
i i 1 " ' i l l  ? r g c  Lor wireless phones? 

S i n ~ r  re 1 y, 

,- 
._d' lleiine P r a h l  

1 



,.., I., 1 , ~.: I .iddres:. was inserted here] 

D c ~ , i r  [ r r r - l p i e n t  name was inserted here], 

C ; i  Jacket Nos 96-45, 98-171. 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD i'ilr No L-00-12. 

1 i : n  npp,oied to tk ie  proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
r?e t C C  to cdrefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
h c f o r ?  changing the current system. Charging $1 o r  more per month 
r e ? d r d l e s s  of how much or how little we use our phone 1s not fair. This 
w i : .  q r e d t i y  incrsase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
asi!i:y for niyseli and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

Tie IlSF was created to make phone i e r v i c e  affordable in rural America and 
w . i i  -?dared to increase the availability of communication services to 
s':hools, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income iridividuais in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
rmsgdrdless of how much o r  how little they use their wireless phone for 
~ n t r r s t a t e  calls. 

' r l e  proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wirrlsss service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
d~st,nce cdlls. The current contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nr)-~iis('1ini~naCory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
d : r e l s s s  phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
~ n c g m e  t d x  on oiir annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
n .2 : i  >t gi in  2nd a n  automobile, so why should there be a "one size f l t s  
r.>~..'' ,.:hzLqe COL wireless phones? 

.i-:i ireiy, 

1 



M : - s . ; ~ ~ F  sent tc the followinq recipients' 
:e:.e~ ?,I Corrsunications Commission Chair Powell 
7 ~ ' : i , - r t 3 !  Coi!mwni::dtions Commissioner Martin 
F.-,j-rili Conmcnications Commissioner Copps 
F e d - r a i  C o r ~ i ~ n i c a t  i o n 5  Commissioner Abcrnathy 
F-cI*~ 1-a 1 Commun I cd t ions Commi s si oner Ade Is t e in 
 do.^ i ~ , t  '26-45 F C C  Official Cornvents 

Y-.. - ,,,'le i ~ e u t  f < ? l l " N , s '  

7 .  

V ( '  T - 1 1  oriindtLciri 

_. ~ ' , \ . ? I ' : h l  

n ' ' ,,'>T re? ' ; q u i r e  Ldrre 
~ - r : - t  He : ,~hts ,  MD 70747-2915 r_ 

S e : ) ~ i ~ i r i b c r  10, 003 

[ [ e  ~ . p i e n ?  address was inserted here] 

3s.r  [recipient riame was inserted here], 

j _ ,  1 1 o ~ : k ~ t  PI05 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237. 99-200, 95-116 .  98-170 and 
U:': !ile No. L-00-72. 

L :Tii '3pposeu tc the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the F'1C to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
bm?io.re  hanging the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regdrdless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
a b i l  1.y i o r  myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

T n r  IISF was crested to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
d 3 s  u p d d t e t i  to increase the availability of communlcation services to 
s: '~.sols,  libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
i ~ , , - d n i c m e  individuals in the United States Now you want to change it and 
. ' I )  -let t ! i . nk  I t  is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
rL:S.3rdleis of t,ow much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
~ x t e r s t a t e  calls. 

The proposed change is especldlly unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, lf any, long 
d ~ ~ i a r i c e  calls. The current contribution system is fair, equitable and 
noidiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
income tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
p,?,.:h af gun, ar id  ar automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
i '  I "  - h i r y c !  f o r  wireless phones? 

- .  ~ 

~. , ;ii'# 4. 

1 



M2t.ir;ige b e t i t  t c  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  r e c i p i e n t s :  
F', .i i: I 3 1 Corrm un i ca t  i on s C o m i  s s i on Cha i r Pow e 1 I 
C'eJ+raL Ccr1mnunir:ations Commissioner  M a r t i n  
T: '~ jk ! r ,31 CoiriiiiLrii,-Lltions Conmiss ione r  Copps 
F ' ? r i r r a l  ( 'ornrnuni~:al i o n 5  Commissioner A b e r n d t h y  
F ? .: ,+ ,j 1 C o m  u n i c a t  i o n s  C o m i  s s I or, e r Ade 1s t e I n 
D > - i * t  $ 6 4 3  E~CC O f f i c i a l  Conunents 

1 r f~o mil t I o n 

I-- ~ R ~ E I V L ~  ?% INSf'!~ ~ . i  ,!~;!, 

", 
~'! i y 1 "" ! 

s+?.e!lloeI IC, 2 0 0 3  

[ r c ' - ~ p r e r i L  a d d r e s s  was i n s e r t e d  h e r e ]  

Z).'-L- [ r c c i p i e n t  name was i n s e r t e d  h e r e ] ,  

., , drc:tet Nos 9 6 - 4 5 ,  9 8 - 1 7 1 ,  90-571, 42-237, 99-200. 95-116, 98-170 and  
N.3? File N<:. L-00-72 

I di:i opposed t o  t h e  p r o p o s e d  changes  t o  t h e  Universal S e r v i c e  Fund. I u r g e  
t n e  E'I'C t o  i c a r e i u l l y  c o n s l d e r  t h e  impact  of  t h e s e  changes  on  consumers  
b ' s i o r e  chang ing  t h e  c u r r e n t  s y s t e m .  Charg ing  $1 o r  more per month 
r ' z -qd rd le i s  of  how much or how l i t t l e  w e  u s e  o u r  phone i s  n o t  f a i r .  T h i s  
w t l l  greatly i n c r e a s e  t h e  c o s t  o f  phone s e r v i c e  a n d  it c o u l d  impact t h e  
aoiliry Cor myse l f  and o t h e r s  t o  a f f o r d  l a n d l i n e  a n d / o r  wi re less  s e r v i c e .  

Phe I ISF  was c r e a t e d  t o  make phone s e r v i c e  a f f o r d a b l e  i n  r u r a l  America and 
w l i s  upaa ted  io i n c r e a s e  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  communlca t ion  s e r v i c e s  t o  
s~-l-.'><,,is, l ; b r a r i e s ,  r u r a l  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ,  e d u c a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t l o n s  a n d  
i s ; ~ - i ' i c c m e  i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  N o w  you want t o  change  i t  and  
I 30 : lo t  t h i n k  i t  1s f a i r  t o  c h a r g e  eve rybody  $1 d o l l a r  per month 
r c q a r d l e s s  of how much or how l i t t l e  t h e y  u s e  t h e i r  wireless  phone  f o r  
i 7 t ~ : r s t a t e  calls. 

Tne p roposed  change  i s  e s p e c l a l l y  u n f a i r  for low-volume u s e r s  t h a t  r e l y  on 
wireless s e r v i c e  f o r  s a f e t y  and  security, and who make f e w ,  lf a n y ,  l o n g  
d t s r a n c e  c a l l s .  The c u r r e n t  c o n t r i b u t i o n  s y s t e m  i s  f a i r ,  e q u i t a b l e  and  
n o n d i s c r i r n l n a t o r y  and  s h o u l d  b e  l e f t  a l o n e .  P l e a s e  d o  n o t  p e n a l i z e  
wire!ess  phone c u s t o m e r s .  Keep t h i s  f a i r .  We d o n ' t  have  a b l a n k e t  
i i i z o m e  t a x  on our a n n u a l  s a l a r i e s  n o r  do we have  t h e  same s a l e s  t a x  on  a 
C,KP. ::t qum and a n  a u t o m o b i l e ,  s o  why s h o u l d  t h e r e  be a "one  s i z e  f i t s  
: ~ ~ . : k ~ r q c ,  f o r  w i r e l e s s  phones? ., 

I .  ~ , >~ I <  F - e l y ,  

1 



Mi5sage seni to the following reciplenis: 
F?l+ral Comn,unii:at ions Commission Chair Powell 
FA i r r a  1 Communicatio!>s C o m n i s s i o n e r  Martin 
F:5?! dl Co~~:unications Commissioner Copps 
F>ci'.ra I Comwunications Commiss io~?er  Ahernathy 
F c i ? : - 3 l  f :o lc run i r 'a t  loris Commissioner Adelstein 
L L Z , . ~ ~  : sa-45  FCC Gfficial Conunents 

I r ? 3 r m . r  t 1 i l r i  _.,_ 

il I -  , , J' ~ P ' i t  f c , i l o w 5 :  

1 yi .. > : c r r p o n i  
1 6 ~ 7  ni-sbdnc SI: 
S L : . J - ~  s p r ? r i g ,  MC 20902-3903 

3',1- [ r i . (  ~ p ~ i ? f i L  name was inserted here], 

Cm3 3ocnet Nos 96-45, 98-171. 90-571, 92-237, 99-200. 95-116, 98-170 and 
NSD 17ilz No. L-(10-72. 

I drr  opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
the FCC to carefully consider the impact of  these changes on consumers 
bsfoze changing the current system. Charglng $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use o u r  phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and It could impact the 
aLiLity tor myself arid others to afford landllne and/or wireless service. 

T?; LSF w a ~  created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
n i . s  ~pdzted to increase the availability of communlcation services to 
s ' : i - ~ n c l s ,  libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
1 ~ ~ w - 1 - i c : u m e  individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I 3,) :jot t h i n k  it is fair to charge everybody 51 dollar per month 
relardless of how much or how little they use their wlreless phone f o r  
interstate calls. 

The proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. The current contriburion system is falr, equitable and 
noririiicrirninatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
dirc:ess phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
~ i i ( . o n i e  t a x  on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
p d . h  ~ 1 f  GLUE and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size f i t s  

I ~ , -haroe  for w !  reless phones?  

:;1 I "erely, 

1 



M$s'563c senl to the following recipients: 
h ' ~ ? - i - r a L  :'ornrnunl ( c d i i o n s  Commission Chair Powell 
F ~ z , ? !  31 Camiunications Commissioner Martin 
F ' v - r d i  ConmLnications Commissioner Copps 
Y'=a-,T.ai ( 'omm!rn i  , - a t  :on6 Commissioner FLbernathy 
i > u a . a l  , : o m u n i c a t i o n s  Conuoissloner Adelstein 
DL i r r  ' v t > - i ] i  FCC Official Coni!nent . s  
-._ 
c .  !. ir, r c ' m d t  iori 

?I,% >d3e t e ' x t  follows 

Ft. Lhashinqton, M D  20744-5919 

D r i r  !recipient name was inserted here], 

(.K 3w:ic. t  NOS 96-4.5, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
k;[ F ~ l e  KO. L-00-72. 

I .im opposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
ti:? FCC to cdrefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
b e f o r e  changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
r e q a r c l l e a s  of how much o r  how little we use our phone 1s not fair. This 
w ~ l l  greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ah.  A L y  for' myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

711, t i S F  was credtea to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
wds up)dated to increase the availability of communication services to 
s c ~ i o o i s ,  libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
lo.d-i~ccrne individuals in the United States. NOW you want to change it and 
I ,io not think it is fair to charge everybody S I  dollar per month 
rwqar-dless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
ii~crstate calls 

T h e  p'oposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
w i r r l e s i  service for sdfety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
d:;!~ance calls. The current contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
w ~ r c l o s s  phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
iiiconie ? a x  on our annual salaries nor do we have the Same sales tax on a 
pa,-k ?f g u m  and an automobile, so why should there he a "one size fits 
+ 1  ~ I ,  , - h a r g r  for wireless phones? 

::I 1 ,  ~er-ely, 

1 



I r t ' i i p i t n t  a d d r e s s  w a s  i n s e r t e d  h e r e ]  

D . ? j r  [ r e c ~ p i e n t  name was i n s e r t e d  h e r e ] ,  

(:$: ' Io '- .ket  Nos 96-45 ,  Y Q - 1 7 1 ,  9 0 - 5 7 1 ,  92-237, 9 9 - 2 0 0 ,  95-116, 98-170 and  
N,;> F i l e  No L-00-72. 

I im ?prosed t o  t h e  p r o p o s e d  changes  t o  t h e  U n i v e r s a l  S e r v i c e  Fund. I u r g e  
L . J Z  F?C t o  c a r e f u l l y  c o n s i d e r  t h e  impac t  of t h e s e  changes  on  consumers  
~ e t o r e  chano ing  t h e  c u r r e n t  s y s t e m .  Charg ing  $1 or more p e r  month 
r e g a r d l e s s  of how much o r  how l i t t l e  w e  u s e  o u r  phone i s  n o t  f a i r .  T h i s  
d i l l  g r e a t l y  i n c r e a s e  t h e  c o s t  of phone s e r v i c e  and  i t  c o u l d  impac t  t h e  
a b i l i t y  for mysel f  and o t h e r s  t o  a f f o r d  l a n d l i n e  a n d / o r  wireless  s e r v i c e .  

The U S €  w a s  c r e a t e d  t o  make phone s e r v i c e  a f f o r d a b l e  i n  r u r a l  America and  
w d s  u p d a t e d  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  of communica t ion  s e r v i c e s  t o  
schools, l i b r a r i e s ,  r u r a l  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ,  e d u c a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t l o n s  and  
i ~ - ; n ~ o m e  i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h e  Un i t ed  S t a t e s .  N o w  you want t o  change  i t  and  
I < d c i  not think i t  i s  f a i r  t o  c h a r g e  cve rybody  $1 d o l l a r  p e r  month 
r a ~ d r d i e s s  of  how much o r  how l i t t l e  t h e y  u s e  t h e i r  w i r e l e s s  phone f o r  
i n t e r s t a t e  c a l l s .  

Thmi p roposed  chznge  1s e s p e c i a l l y  u n f a l r  for low-volume u s e r s  t h a t  r e l y  on  
w ~ r ~ l r s s  s e r v i c e  for s a f e t y  a n d  s e c u r i t y ,  and  who make few, lf a n y ,  l o n g  
d i s i a n c e  c a l l s .  The c u r r e n t  c o n t r i b u t i o n  s y s t e m  i s  f a i r ,  e q u i t a b l e  and 
n o n d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  a n d  s h o u l d  be  l e f t  a l o n e .  P l e a s e  do n o t  p e n a l i z e  
w i r e l e s s  phone c u s t o m e r s .  Keep t h i s  f a i r .  We d o n ' t  have  a b l a n k e t  
iiiliorne t a x  on o u r  a n n u a l  s a l a r i e s  nor do w e  have  t h e  same s a l e s  tax on a 
p x k  of gum dnd an a u t o m o b i l e ,  s o  why s h o u l d  t he re  be a "One S i z e  flts 
i l l . "  ' - ha rqe  f o r  w i r e l e s s  phones?  

.:I rn-ere ly ,  

L .r 

1 



5 2 r '  i n C t i  13, 2OC3 

I:?. : inient a d d r e s s  w a s  i n s e r t e d  h e r e ]  

D % r  [ r ~ c i p i e n t  name was i n s e r t e d  h e r e ] ,  

C,' '?o:kcr Nos 96-41. 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200. 95-116 ,  98-170 and  
'.I::- ~~1~~ NO. i , - n o - 7 2 .  

i 3-1 ii;posed t o  t h e  p r o p o s e d  changes  t o  t h ?  U n i v e r s a l  S e r v i c e  Fund.  I u r g e  
t'-ls k C C  t o  c a r e f u l l y  c o n s i d e r  t h e  impac t  of t h e s e  c h a n g e s  on consumers  
b<?f.>rc c h a n c i n g  t h e  c u r r e n t  s y s t e m .  Charg ing  $1 o r  more p e r  month 
r e ~ ~ i r d l e s s  of how much or how l i t t l e  w e  u s e  o u r  phone is n o t  f a i r .  This 
w ~ l l  q r e d t l y  i n c r e a s e  t h e  c o s t  o f  phone s e r v i c e  and  i t  c o u l d  impact t h e  
d; ' . ; iLy f o r  myse l f  and o t h e r s  t o  a f f o r d  l a n d l i n e  a n d / o r  wi re less  s e r v i c e .  

T!i.? CISF was c r e a t e d  to make phone s e r v i c e  a f f o r d a b l e  i n  r u r a l  America and 
w d s  u p d a t e d  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  a v a i l d b i l i t y  of communica t ion  se rv ices  t o  
s 8 -  c 'IC I 5, r u r d 1 hea  1 t h c e n  t e r 5,  

~ ( ~ ~ - i i i c o n ! e  i n d i v i d d a l s  i n  t h e  Un i t ed  S t a t e s .  Now you want t o  change  i t  and 
I i o  not  t h i n k  i t  is f a i r  to c h a r g e  eve rybody  $1 d o l l a r  per month 
raqdrtAlens c f  how much o r  how l i t t l e  t h e y  (use t h e i r  w i r e l e s s  phone  f e r  
i 11 I. c rs t. a t e ca  11s . 
l h e  proposed change  is e s p e c i a l l y  u n f a i r  f o r  low-volume u s e r s  t h a t  r e l y  on  
d t r r l e s s  s e r v i c e  f o r  s a f e t y  and s e c u r i t y ,  and  who make f e w ,  if a n y ,  l o n g  
d i s t . a i c e  c a l l s .  T h ?  c u r r e n t  c o n t r i b u t i o n  s y s t e m  is f a i r ,  e q u i t a b l e  a n d  
. iondisCri i i i i r ia tory d n d  s h o u l d  be l e f t  a l o n e .  P l e a s e  do n o t  p e n a l i z e  
i i r r l e s s  phone c u s t o m e r s .  Keep t h i s  f a i r .  We d o n ' t  have  a b l a n k e t  
:ri:-nnie +ix on o u r  a n n u a l  s a l a r i e s  n o r  do we have  t h e  same s a l e s  t a x  on  a 

1. ~ " '  :?)dr ' ]e  !or w i r e l e s s  p h o n e s ?  

. r !  t : e ; v ,  

1 i I? r a r i e s , edu ca t i on a 1 i n s  t 1 t u  t i o n  s and  

,f .)urn and a n  a u t o m o b i l e ,  s o  why s h o u l d  t h e r e  be  a "one s i z e  f i t s  

T r  c!:pet?ce J e f f r i e s  

1 



!3\~:*t:mb-r l C ,  2 9 c 3  

[ r i - i p i e n t  address w a s  inserted here] 

ii:.: ; i t  p: e n t  r.drne was inserted here] , 

\ _ _  ':ker. 'Ls 95-15, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and -. 
N':i! - ; I C  N<> L - ( 1 0 - 7 2 .  

I i i i  apposed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
tic TCC to carefully consider the Impact of these changes on consumers 
n e f j r e  rhdnging the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
r e k > d r d l e s s  of how much or how little we use o u r  phone 1s not fair. This 
w i l l  greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
a 3 1  ~ ity for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

T n s  USE' was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
w 3 >  ,dpddtcd to increase the availability of communication services to 
5 . : 9 0 ~ 1 s ,  libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
~ 3 ' ~ . - : i ~ i ~ n i e  individuals in the United States. Now you want to change It and 
i ':,I noL i n i n k  it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
r e p r d l e s s  of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
1-Itr;rstate calls. 

T?.L' proposed c h a n q e  1s especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
w~rcless service f o r  safety and security, and who make few, lf any, long 
distance calls. T h e  current contributlon system 1s fair, equitable and 
nondiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
w t x l e s s  phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
inc~-tiiiie i.dx on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
;;,LP; 3f gum and ar automobile, so why should there be a "one Size fits 
I ' I  t i . i L - i i '  131 wireless phones? 

,> :,e:;.1\, 

1 



Mcii,,ge b e n t  to the following recipienis: 
Fsdsral L o i ~ n ~ u n i c a t  ions Commission Chair Powell 
Federal Communi ( ca t  i o n s  Commissioner Mart in 
F e d e r , 3 l  Conmiin1 (cat ions Commissioner Copps 
Fed?, a: Communications Commissioner Abernathy 
F = ' i r : r d I  (:nmmunicar ions C o m i s s i o r , e r  Adelstein 
??:ii-: "0-15 FCC Official Comments 

Yerl.i-s-~ge text fol 10~5: 

G 3 I ,' 
1251.> Wtrp..ng W i l l o w  Lane 
R.1' ' Y I  e, MU 20;05-3824 

_ -  ~ 

7 . l , , I I > L l l l c l t l a n  

, 
' ! ! ' ~ I ~ '  r .I m 

~. 

U e d r  [recipient name was inserted here], 

CC i)o:ket. Nos 96-:5, 98-171, 90-571. 92-237. 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
N.;C Eilr  No. L-00-72. 

7 din apposeu to tte proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
tie t'!X to caretiilly consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
before chdriyiny ti-e current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
reqardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. This 
' w i i i  j r i a t l y  increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
*h~~~i:.y ior nyself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

T h ?  USE was created c o  make phone service affordable in rural America and 
dds npd6ted  to increase the availability of communication services to 
s i h o o i s .  libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-17come individuals in the United Stat~es Now you want to change it and 
1 do !not think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
r e g a r d l e s s  of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
i n * i - r s t d t e  c a l l s .  

P r  proposed change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
w i r e : e s s  service f o r  safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
d ~ s L a ' > c e  calls. The current contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nonliscriminatory ind should he left alone. Please do not penalize 
w . r r l e s i  phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
iiicome tax on our dnriual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
.2a:i 2f gum and an automobile, so why should there he a "one size flts 
acl "' c-wrq<a  f o r  wireless phones? 

3 ! ' ,  e r e l y ,  

1 



M t s s a g t  sent to the following recipients: 
F-rlei-a1 Coirununica t  ions Commission Chair Powell 
F i A  i i  Soinmunicdt ions Commissioner Ydrt in 
F , = - > ~ l i m L  r : o m m u n i  cia: i o n s  Commissior,er Copps 
L-?.i?r dl i^omruni:-sl io!is Coiriinissioner Abernathy 
i-cn l i  " ,3 1 Ade 1 s t e I n 
D c , : k .  t '46-45 ECC Official Comments 

Meiici j r  r r v t  fctlows: 

('n:mu n i cii t io ns C o r n  I s s I ne I 

t ': 1 r . r r i r o i a i I c n  

m ,: i : 3 r 1 0 e r S t d d >  

3 35 !I-dr.oer D r  . 
Hi11 LWeati ( ' r i ~ y ,  A 2  86442-4741 

GI :)L.c:ktt N O S  36-45, 18-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
N S L  rile No L-00- 1 2 .  

1 1111 ilpposed Lo  ttte proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
z b t  K C  to idrefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
r)er\;rii cnanging tfle current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
r e q a r d i e s s  of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. T h i s  
NLI- q r r a t l y  increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
a a , ' . i c y  for myself and others to afford Landline and/or wireless service. 

T,ne l l S F  wos created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
w 1 s  updated to increase the availability of communication Services to 
ss:thols, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
13i-inccme indivicuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I ,lo n o t  think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
reqdrdless 01 how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
inierstate cails. 

T l k  p roposed  change i s  especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
V J L C I I ~ L I S C  service f o r  safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
-iLsla:;ic calls. The current contribution system is fair, equitable and 
ionniscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
w~reless phone customers Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
iiiom2 t a x  o n  our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
?n':k ,?f g w  and ar: automobile, so why should there be a "one size fits 
i ~ ~ " ':.laroc t o r  w1 reless phones? 

~i J~ -1 t I g> i y , 

1 



Ye?< i y c  ',err: ti the f o l  lowirry recipients: 
€? ,>em1 c'omniuniciit.ions Commission Chair Powell 
"; , -,, 1 :'.>innii3nicat ions Commissioner M a r t  Ln 

k s  ' r d i  iCoi rumunicdt  ions Commissioner Copps 
Fpcjc>ra I Cammuniriat 1013s Commissioner Aberriathy 
Fete L a i Coiriniun 1 ca t. I on s C o m i  s s 1 o n e r  Adel s t ein 
D c c q c r  ! J6 -g5  FCC O f i i c i a l  Cornvents 
FCC Irtformitio!i 

' " I P I S  q e  text fol1 o w s .  

D e e r  [ricipient. nilme w a s  inserted here], 

CZ D o c k e t  Nos 96-15, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
Ni:D F ~ l e  NQ. L-00-72. 

T ; I I  ~ p ~ . o s o a  to ttie proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
t~b( '  r3C t o  i-arefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
Se!o;e Lhdnging t h e  current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
ris;l,irdless of how much or  how little we iuse our phone is not fair. This 
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

T i e  ;;SF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America a n d  
was updzted to incredse the availability of communication services to 
s':hocls, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income i n d i v i c u a l s  in the United States. Now you want to change It and 
T :I) lot. L h i n k  it I S  fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
r e ~ ~ d r d l e s s  of how m u c h  or how little they use their wireless phone for 
11:'?r5titt zalls. 

'The p . r o ~ o s e d  change is especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
w ~ r ~ i i e s s  service f o r  safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
distance calls. The current contribution system is fair, equitable and 
rnqdiscrirninatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
w~raless phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
in-ome tax on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
p a - k  ?f gum and an automobile, so why should there be a "one size flts 
2 1  " iiidrcje for wlreless phones? 

31!1K e -eiy, 

1 



9 e s 3 ~ g c  sen: 1-c. tile following recip:ents: 
r z i e r a i  C o m G n i c a t  Loris Commission Chair Powell 
F ? l l ? i a l  C o m m u n i c a t  i o n s  Commissioner Martin 
Fei ie ra l  Cornnwnica t  i o n s  Commiss:oner Copps 
F?de I 31 C o m n ~ u n ~ c a t  ions Commissioner Ahrrnathy 
Fcir:~l Cormunicat ions Commissioner Adel.;tein 
02, r e t  46-45 FCC Official Comments 

F:. 1 IC1 <? " ' r l d t  1cr: 
M e i b c i i ~ c  text f c l  l o w s :  

- 

 hi : m K Y ; x A s  

S e r - e r n ~ t r  10, 2001, 

[recipient address. was inserted here] 

D e a i  [recipient nirne was inserted here], 

';f~' ? o ' : n t i  Nos 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237. 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 
N,;!. t i ! ;  N O .  L-00-72. 

1 j i i i  ? p ~ o s i ? d  Lo  tte proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
t n ?  F7C to (carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
befor? changing the current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
r , ? 3 a r d l e s s  of how much or how little we use our phone 1 s  not fair. T h l s  
will greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
abllizy for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

'The USF was created to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
w , s s  updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
.;ci;oo:s, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
l w ~ - i - ~ c o m r  individuals in the United States Now you want to change it and 
I 3~ -ict c h i - i k  i t  is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
r e j c~ rmj l e s s  of how much or how little they use their wireless phone f o r  
:ntrrstare calls. 

The proposed changz i s  especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
d L i t a i c e  calls. The current contribution system 1s fair, equitable and 
70ii:iis~.ri1~11~.atory and should he left alone. Please do not penalize 
wireless phone customers. Keep this falr. We don't have a blanket 
1:i:ome t a r  on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
- 7 r i l : k  ,>f qum a n d  a n  automobile, so why should there be a "One S i z e  f i t 5  
31 L "  -1iarq" t o r  wireless phones? 

. ~ .  
. , .e:<- / ) I  

CHJ MARASIGAN 

1 



M k - ~ ~ g e  s<'-,'. ii. tile following recipi eniis. 
F:-,i,.:-nl ('onLiiunir:oi ions Commission Chair Powell 
re.$,:,i!l C c n i u n i c i t  ions Commissioner Martin 
t ' = ' -~ , : "a I  Cc.rcr.unicdt ions Commissiocer Copps 
Federal C o r n r u n  1 cat i o n s  Colmissioner Ahrrnathy 
Fe:13i a 1  Ccm, l :n ica l . lons  Commissioner Adflstein 
D:;. k-t !ib-4: FCC Off~cial Comments 

- 

r - - -  %CE!VF$& 1,yc$;fi3 I 

S - p , t t n b t r  2Y, 20C2 

[ r e  : i p i e n t  a d d r e s s  was inserted here] 

D-..r- [ r e c , p i e n t  name w a s  inserted here], 

_ _ t _  : i , : k r t  Nos 96-4.5. '18-171, YO-571, 92-237, 99-200, 9 5 - 1 1 6 ,  98-170 and -. 
Pd>!- t i l e  No L-00-72. 

1 d i n  opposed to tt,e proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund I urge 
t5e i':C to carefully consider the imoact of these changes on consumers 
berore changing tte current system. Charging $1 or more per month 
regardless of how much or how little we use our phone is not fair. T h i s  
wtll greatly increase the cost of phone service and it could impact the 
ability for myself and others to afford landline and/or wireless service. 

T t i i  I ISF  "ids created to make phone s e ~ v i c e  affordable in rural America and 
i a s  upddted  to increase the availability of communication services to 
shhcio Is, libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
h.d-:.icome indiviauals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I do rtiink it 1s fair to c h a r y e  everybody 51 dollar per month 
r e ' ] ~ r d ? e s s  of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
inrrrstate calls. 

The praposed cklange 1s especially unfair for low-volume users that rely on 
wireless service f o r  safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
dista7ce calls. A contribution system is fair, equitable and 
riijndiscriminatory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
d ~ r c l e s s  phone customers. Keep this fair. We don't have a blanket 
:ri'.,me iax on  our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 

:<I k .,I ~ U I T ,  ,and a11 automobile, so why s h o u l d  there be a "one s ize  f i t s  

: I  l l \ ' c ? . ' ? : ~ ,  

"' ( c h a r g e  for wireless phones? 

1 



: : + C Y <  m i j t r  10, 2001: 

[r-,~i?icnI~ address was inserted here] 

De,[ [recip~ent nime 

CC - J c k c t  N O 5  96-35, 
N,3? F i l e  No L-00-72 

was inserted here], 

98-171, 90-571, 92-231, 99-200, 95-116, 98-170 and 

I din opFosed to the proposed changes to the Universal Service Fund. I urge 
- h ?  F'CC to carefully consider the impact of these changes on consumers 
o i j ~ < ) ~ e  I-tianyiny t h e  current system. Charglng $1 per month for all wireless 
ph.::res hi11 greatly increase the cost of cell phone service and it could 
i rnC .acL  :he ability for myself and others to afford my wireless service. 

The U S F  W S ~  credted to make phone service affordable in rural America and 
W ~ S  updated to increase the availability of communication services to 
5r:hocls. libraries, rural health centers, educational institutions and 
low-income individuals in the United States. Now you want to change it and 
I dcj 131 think it is fair to charge everybody $1 dollar per month 
reqdrdless of how much or how little they use their wireless phone for 
interstate calls. 

The p rsposeo  change is especially unfalr for low-volume users that rely on 
lir~:#ii?s? service for safety and security, and who make few, if any, long 
a i i : z i : e  calls. The current contribution system is fair, equitable and 
nondiszrim-natory and should be left alone. Please do not penalize 
w ~ ~ r e : e s s  phone customers. Keep this lair. We don't have a blanket 
i n io rne  L a x  on our annual salaries nor do we have the same sales tax on a 
 pa,-^ of qum and an automohlle, so why should there be a "one S i z e  fits 
a - 1 "  i o ~ r g r  for wireless phones? 

r I , - e r e l y ,  

1 



S - c  :':mbcr 29, 700:1 

I r+:i Flint addres: ,  w a s  i n s e r t e d  h e r e ]  

DzrJir [ r t ~ i p i e n t  r,iirne was i n s e r t e a  h e r e ] ,  

r. . 
'L . ,  h : k c ;  Y C S  96-/5, 98-171. 90-571, 92-237, 9 9 - 2 0 0 ,  95 -116 ,  98-170 and 
N:;C ~ i i e  L-00- .12 .  

: ~ I : I  :>ppr>si?c t o  t h e  p roposed  c h a r i y r s  t o  ?he  U n i v e r s a l  S e r v i c e  Fund. I u r g e  
+ h i  'CC t o  ( c a r e f u l l y  c o n s i d e r  t h e  impact  o f  t h e s e  changes  on consumers  
b s r o r e  c~!idnging the c u r r e n t  s y s t e m .  Chdrg ing  $1 or more p e r  month 
r e q d r d l r s s  o f  how much or how l i t t l e  we iise o u r  phone i s  n o t  f a i r .  T h i s  
will greatly in~riase t h e  c o s t  of  phone s e r v i c e  and  i t  c o u l d  impac t  t h e  
a o i l i t y  Lor myself and o t h e r s  t o  a f f o r d  l a n d l i n e  a n d / o r  wireless s e r v i c e .  

The llSF was c r e a t e d  t o  make phone  s e r v i c e  a f f o r d a b l e  i n  r u r a l  America and 
w a s  u p d a t e d  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  communica t ion  s e r v i c e s  t o  
sc r .oo ls ,  l i h ~ a r i e : , ,  r u r a l  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ,  e d u c a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  and 
lad- income i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  N o w  you  want t o  change  i t  and  
I do no t  t h i n k  it is f a i r  t o  c h a r g e  eve rybody  $1 d o l l a r  per month 
r q a r d l e s s  of how much o r  h o w  l i t t l e  t h e y  u s e  t h e i r  wlreless phone  f o r  
;--erstate r i a l l s  

??e [rcFosf:d change  is e s p e c i d l l y  u n f a i r  f o r  low-volume u s e r s  t h a t  r e l y  on 
w ~ r e i e s s  s e rv i ce  f o r  s a f e t y  and s e c u r i t y ,  and who make few, i f  a n y ,  l o n g  
d is ta : ice  c a l l s .  A c o n t r i b u t i o n  s y s t e m  is f a i r ,  e q u i t a b l e  and 
n o n d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  dnd should be l e f t  a l o n e .  Please do n o t  p e n a l i z e  
w i r e l e s s  pbone c u ~ r o m e r s .  Keep t h i s  f a i r .  We d o n ' t  have  a b l a n k e t  
i n z o m e  t a x  on our a n n u a l  s a l a r i e s  n o r  do we have  t h e  same s a l e s  t a x  on a 
p a c i  of gun1 and a r  a u t o m o b i l e ,  so  why should t h e r e  be  a "one  s i z e  f i t s  
d l A "  2hdryc f o r  w i r e l e s s  p h o n e s ?  

5 -! : e r 2 l y ,  

1 


